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European States, wholly ignoring the fact that the
standard of comparison for one, should be found in
another, Oriental, and not in an European, country.

In fact, if the average Russian has an income ten.
times greater than that of the average Indian peas-
ant, his board, lodging, and clothing cost him more
than ten times as much, so that relatively he is in
a less satisfactory position. Again, the fact that
Indian labour takes toll of all the by no means exces-
sive profits of British capitalists is overlooked, nor do
hostile and ill-informed critics care to remember
British legislation for the protection of tenants
from landlords and money-lenders, the extension
of irrigation, the establishment of agricultural and
co-operative credit, and the industrial eminence of
Bombay, Cawnpore, and other great Indian cities.

Nor has any one yet explained why, if land is
grievously over-assessed by the Government, rent
is so much higher than the Government assess-
ment.

It is noteworthy that writers who have furnished
ammunition for the critics of British rule are inva-
riably men with no knowledge of rural life in India:
Mr. Bradlaugh, a professional atheistical lecturer
and politician; Mr. Digby, a journalist; Mr. Naoroji,
a Parsee, who spent his life in England, and knew
no more of India than a clerk in London.

It is also noteworthy that the one civil servant,
Sir William Hunter, whose writings can, even when
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